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languages; but there is hardly any chance of any of these spreading through-
out the country. One language remains, namely, Hindustani, which is
spoken by North Indians. Derived as it is from Sanskrit and Persian,
it suits Hindus and Muslims alike. Moreover, since the fakirs and the
sanyasis both speak it, they help to propagate it throughout the
land. Many Englishmen too study it. It is thus spoken over an extensive
area. The language itself is very sweet, polite and spirited. Many books
have been, and are still being, written in it. The editor of the Indian World
therefore suggests that it should be taught in every school in India in
addition to the mother tongue. Parents too should inculcate the habit
of speaking Hindustani in their children from their formative years. Only
then can India truly become a nation.

[From Gujarati]
Indian Opinion, 18-8-1906
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MR. BHABHA'S CASE
In deference to the counsel's unfavourable opinion, the appeal in
Mr. Mahomed Suliman Bhabha's permit case, which was decided at
Volksrust, has been withdrawn. On the advice of his counsel, Mr. Bhabha
refused to leave the Transvaal within the notified time and was therefore
prosecuted again. It was argued that the order passed by him could not
prevent Mr. Bhabha from staying on in the Transvaal, as he had the right
to enter the territory. But the Magistrate did not accept this plea and
sentenced Mr. Bhabha to a month's simple imprisonment, the minimum
laid down. Mr. Bhabha has now appealed again, and it is believed that
he will win.
IMPORTANT JUDGMENT IN LAND SUIT
This week, Sir William Smith has given an important decision on a
petition presented to him. The well-known Sheth Mahomed Kasim
Camroodeen of Johannesburg, whose entire land stood in the name of
the late Mr. Chamberlain, wanted, on the latter's death, to get it trans-
ferred to the name of another European. On the Registrar's refusal to
do so, the Sheth approached the court for an order of transfer. To begin
with, Mr. Justice Smith himself raised an objection saying that the consent
of the heir was necessary. It was argued before Mr. Justice Smith that
the heir had no claim on the land. His Worship admitted the plea and
issued orders for the transfer of the land to the name of the other European.
It will be seen from this that, if proper precautions are taken in keeping
the land in the name of a European, the true owner does not have to suffer
in any way.